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Gerald Posner was two different men with me, 

When he spent three days here in Febirary, 1992 fee was friendly, thoughtful and 

7 

court£ou3 and he Jeemed to appreciate the free and unsupervised access I gave him to 
all the information I had. Me liked them both so much my wife even iTnvited them for 
Thanksgiving dinner. They accepted, seemingly with pleasure. They did not come and they 
did not tell my wife they were not coming. That made no problems for us but it was the 
first time I wondered whether they were the land of people we believed they were when 
they ,wero here. 

The first certain knov/ledge I had that ho had entirely misrepresntecT 


the book 

he described was when, some time after it appeared, I was sent a copy of Publishers 

Weekly dated i;i ay 3, 1993» interviewed by Robert Dahlin, Random house’s vice-presi- 

dent and executive editor^said tliat Posner and his book would do twin t hinga gte that 

impossible , "answer all linger ing questions about the assassination' 1 and do that by 

"computer and laser enhancements in proving tliat Oswald was the lone assassin. 

(a 

When ht5^ phoned me after that story appeared he told me he believed I would like 


should havei/expected me to like it# 


what he said about me in the book. 

We liave seen how much I should like that 
And tliat , I regret, represents the real Gerald Posner. 

Who is also so cheap he never sent me the copy of the book he said would be one 
of the first sent out# 1 

,j - . 

y. ■ * 

I think it is more than cheap, tliat it represents his certainty about how I would react 

when i r ad it. This also reflects tliat he knew exactly what he was doing when he did it. 

* 

lie began wiith the belief tliat there were some people he would have to deceive. That 

it uo 

was no problem for him# was- pretty good at it, whether or not tliat eame from experience. 

If not he has a natural talent for it# 

What I learned about him since then is consistent with his self -portrayal to me. He 


describes imisiOiiinself in Case Closed with more deifcjiitiveness than any enemy could# 
And as a man yearning for enemies. 


He undetook to do tliis by commercializing and exploiting the crime with a massive 
lie about it that , with its widespread acceptance, servet/to protect those responsible 
for the crime and for the unacceptable official "solution" to it, what to me is 1%A 
own land of crime. He became part of a deliberate deceiption of the people. 

,u 

(Because t is i3 what so many other If dnd their publishers and promoters did, tliis 

is an appropriate point for reminding the reader that in this book Posner and his 

exploiting (of/ (commercialising 

partners are also symbols. The do symbolise the failures of/writersT)their) publishers 
,.nd of all those who helped them from the time those first ^ealey Plaza shots were 
fired. ) 


He shows no conscience at all. I recall no exception to his not once reflecting that 
he lias a conscience. If he suffers at all, it will not be from a troubled $ conscience. 

The land of peroon lie is can be understood by first tliinking of it in simple, normal, 
every-day terms. i iwt' 


Tliat he could repay hospitality and considerable free help in his work^ and days of 

Q 

time taken to help liiin v/ith false accusations and riticisms that have no basis in fact 

^demean / 

or in reason and unde^ake to oeaan'at the same time is not the way decent people repay 
hospitality and assassistance. 

I am not personal in this, Iiy personal feelings are as they would be were I assesfpg 
a crawling worm rather tlian one in human form# 

Comparing wliat he undertook to do to my personal reputation and to that of my 
work when neither had anything at all to do v/ith either his fictitious account of 
Oswald's life or his literary thievery that he claims as his "solution" to the assassi- 
nation, which is to say had nothing at all to do v/ith his book, v/ith what he said in 
signing a copy of liengele to my wife and to me, makes this apparent# Here is v/hat he 


wrote on the title page oT^thaiada®^ Ilengele that he then handed me: 
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R Wo EAST 54TH STREET #28C 

YORK * NEW YORK 10022-5026 


^^pERALD L. POSNER 

Win RA«rr crmcT-'T' 


January 20, 1 992 


James Lesar, Esq. 

Assassination Archives and Research Center 
Room 510 
91 8 F St. N.W. 

Washington D.C. 20004 

Dear Mr. Lesar: 

It was nice to talk with you last week. When I finished our conversation, the 
familiarity of your name kept nagging at me. The following day I remembered reading of 
your pro-bono FOIA work on behalf of Harold Weisberg. I respect his work, and know he 
has fought some staggering battles. I did not know you were his ally in some of those 
fights. (Incidentally, I am interested in contacting Mr. Weisberg and getting some 
guidance from him regarding my project. If you can provide me a telephone number I 
would be appreciative). 

Enclosed is a $25 check for an annual membership in AARC. Have you had a 
chance to check the number of pages involved in copying the HSAC volumes? You may 
be my only choice for obtaining those materials outside of a restricted library setting. I 
am anxious to obtain a copy as soon as possible since my work is now at a stage when I 
need to make constant reference to the HSAC research. 

I will telephone you later this week and hopefully discuss some further items. In 
the meantime, thank you for your assistance. I look forward to meeting you in the near 
future. 



Sincerely, 


Sp also is what lie wrot- Jim Le..,-.r January 20,1992 about me: "I respect his work, 
and know he lias foaghfc some staggering battles. I did not know you were his ally in 
some of those fights. (Incidentally, I au interested in contacting Iir. V/eisberg nnH get- 
Ling some guidance from him regarding my project. If you can provide me with a tele- 


phono number I would ai pjraxxatggxT ± be appreciative ) • " 

What he sought from me in hardly described as "guidance 11 for his "proegect" as 
it ap eare- in his book, What he wrote about me in that book is not at all tiiat I liad 
"foughtf "staggering battles" tolS" bring information to light. Or, for that matter, 


tiiat in any one of them I spent more time in court and in what amounts to some practise 

of the law tiiat he did in his entire lawyei^c career, fc/"Wall Street lawyer" tiiat lie and 

liis published boast lie is. My f irn ed friend, a Hew York City lawyer, ^oger Feinman, 

could not find any record reflecting that/fosner had filed a single case, "Vfall Street 

la..yer tiiat lie is. When I liad no choice I was my own lawyer on a number of occasions, 

from tfai.ic court^to the federal distinct courts several times and even before the 
^ Ffl Lf UAJyy 

( u nitsed States coWrt~of appeals^ny ono of these is more experience in the actual 




and a s a publisher to collect money tiiat was due~mcT 


practise of law in court tlian Feinman could finud in Posner's record. 

I am not boasting in this. I would nn± rather not liave liad those experiences being 
my own layer lawyer and I was not as a matter of choice. I am ddressing Pornerli'uidhis 


own rc- presentations of himself. Ills work and his life and imTgsnr bragged-of career as a 
"Mall Street layer" on the cover of his book and in so many haakes reviews and interviews 

... '' lju distiuty 

by those who were so impressed about has non— e.iisting career as a practising Lawyer • 

t -mi 

2a*om the time Posner wrote I^sar in January, 1992^ cFne wrote tiiat iner inscription 

jL n 

p 6 thing a— on* intervened to change any of what lie wrote. ,in-1.993* If it had, he certainly 

about me * 

would liave included it, given what he did 3ay in Case Closed , iind, parenthetically, what 

Js bP‘ 

does his letter to Lesar reflect about the extent of his research when he had net fnimji 
how to reach me when tiiat is indicated in all my books and in the stadra standard direct- 
ories like -Books in Print? 


Does he say in Case Closed that I understand "the importance of the truth, despite 
any obstacles or criticism" or does he say the opposite? 

Is there anything vie liave seen in his book tliat justifies even the slightest sus- 

iJL 

picion that in it he \tas "trying" to "follovi in" my "footsteps" or recognises#- the 

importance of and seeking "truth?" 

r " /A/J 4 ik> iVl 

' /Quite the opposite^e liWs WflrLs book as though his life depended on it, as 

the success/ of his book did without question because without lying he had no book at all* 

Does liis tailing the work of others and presenting it as his o wn - and without that, 

too, he lias no book at all - show tliat he "understands the importance of the truth?" 

Or does tliis reflect a man who will say at any time what he therTV^thinks will 

- 1h vwff > 

serve a purpose he lias in mind and th e n say the exact opposite at when ^ he^napr thi s 
can fml - benefit to Y&xMkJtt exact -opposite? 

What lie wrote of me on liis Ilen^ele book in February* 1992 and wliat he published 
about me in August, 1993 are as opposite as they can be* ^ ^ 

<Vnd^atliiiig-at— alir^tervenedr-to-oause-aiiy-cliange'iir whatTie^’o te~ljP1 992rdlad 
there, givefcl what he did sav^~ I7asc ~ Closed .—he-certaird^rwoulcl have^included it. 


Was liis copying seven hundred anrf twehty-four pages of my records, of which he makes 


no mention in liis Acknowledgements, and then using them as the fruit of his own great 

u 

‘ L ‘ ‘ ' my 


labor^hi^personal practise of "the truth" lie said he soughji: in following in 
"footsteps?" 


Mt^friend and former FOIA lawsuit lawyer, Jim Lesar, president of the Assassination 
Arcliive and Research Center, telle me tliat Posner copied twice as many pages of their 


records and passes them off in liis book as his own work, toe* 


In it he became, inextricably, forever part of our history\^part of it as I would 


nut want to be am as I believe most jjeople would not want to be, 

L/(,rx ^ y 


An wo linve seen, he lias no innocence in wliat he did* Heflin d to know what he was 


doing and tliat was, without reasonable question, exactly what he intended to do* 


BerhateTTie i^ranomoral 


P%>- 

type or^ne of tlubse many too many who found homes with the 

gestapo and the KGB,' who were comfortable in those homes/ who were content to leacW the 
bhsif ) j /*u 

land of HTe/(khose whom there should be no decent hornejf in any decent society found 

O 

to-e e - t - h o lands -efHtlveu they - wante d lu liv e* 

, I’laybe, in time, when all the Luiearned kudos is past, when he is no longer promo tihg 

)m4 %<&^6ok, he will give what he lias done some thought and perhaps even have some regrets. 

All indications are that if he develops any regrets it will not be from ethical or 
moral concerns bjit from suffering* 

To suffer pangs of conscience requites a conscience arm^^The an active conscience* 




W hether or not he stole copies of tli eae records that could be m^barrassing to him 


♦n what he liad already decided to do, and there is no proof at all that he did, only 

a. 

the suspicion that lias some basis, he is the* man who abuses hospitality and trust and 
he did that with more than just me* Tha£ most of U3 do not do easily and tliat most of 




us regard as bad, as reprehensible behavior* 


Tliat lie is and tliat he could be 30 lacking in conscience olr ^inciple'^^nterested me 


in the land of person ho really is. My curiosity kept me looking for clues, for more and/*v 


different f '3 ^ clues than those in his book* 

1 M 

As I was sent ^newspaper stories , ^>stf^ i c ttlar iy interview^ I found tliat as (la liis 
book's^ hays whatever seems time to^ferve liio interest -frfmn a3 he sees it^ 

£hen, Aa we shall see, he lias no trouble lying about liimself and he lies even when 
there is no apparent need for him to lie. He also does fiheldhls need is apparent* 

There is no apparent need for him to lie about where he went to law school yet 
three zdiffeneniz tliat he graduated three different law schools is attributed to him* 

/ill for the same years of his life, too* 0 yx * W 

/ntt-'i k VtW\. d*rL 4u 


j ' *¥ 

iiy friend, ^ouisville, Kentucky lawyer Bill Heichter, chock /with Gannon. It has no 




law school and Posner was not the e as an undergraduate. Jim Lesar checked with ^artin- 


dale-Iiubbell. It cohfinned tint the error was x± by it, coming from the apparent kdhG 

educational 

ij&. staff mistake in posting the numbers by wliich the dl irectory identxfies the^institutions 
Posner did not file a false statement, ^e did go to Hastings for his law edu catioi^jrrd 

>ny others who may become interested in'hiaxEascr wliat he says about himself shpuld not 

$ 

be misled by tlubs incorrect listing of so many years' duration that ho did not correct. 
u c did not file a false statement with the directory. 


Tliia is what Jerry Carroll wrote in his interview of Etisner published in the San 


Francisco GJyronf.cle of September 30, 1993s 

"Posner, a oecond-gEni-i^lii^generation San Franciscan who went to the ttiiversity 
of California at Berkeley and liasting law school is ^former Wall Street litigator who 
gave up the law when ho got hooked on waiting non-fiction," 

That appeared on a ^hurdday. Four days later, on Sunday, October 3, tliis is how 
Paul Galloway reported wliat P 0 sner told liim in the Chicago Tribune s 

"So Posner attended iha law school at the University of California at Berkeley, 


where he wa3 an honor student, then joined a prestigious Wall Street firm, leaving two 


c 


year 3 later to form his own firm." ^ 

T***1W 3 edition ..of the standard lawyers directory, U artindale-Hubbell y lists him as 

OA 

born in 1954, passing liio bar examinations in 1979, and having done his undergraduate 

studying at an unspecified branch of the University of California, and as iiaving 

graduated from the law school of Gannon University, Brie, ennsylvania. 

And, although he told his home-fajon reporter, Carroll, that he had given "up the 

law when he got hooked on writing non-fiction," anfl his first book, Ilengele , was pub- 

Ju h 

lisliod in 1986, feirTlists himself a3 a practising lawyer with his Office at 515 Mad- 
ison Avenne, Hew York City. 

Where ^Jar tindale-H uhbe 1 1 directory of lawyers lumps all the branche^/of the ni- 
ver dty of Calif omina together in a single listing it has a separate note on the law 
schools, It aays "There are fouij^eparate and l«distinct lav/ schoo^at Berkeley (Boalt 

Hall), LosTf Angeles , San Francisco (Hastings College of Law) and Davis." It then refers 

. V 

to their separate listings, They begin two listing f after the Gannon listing. Each is 
given a different number of the numbers used to identify the law schools elsewhere in 

to 

the directory, Hastings^ first, Boalt Hall Schoolof Law following it, so there is no 

AV 

confusion in tlio directory between any of the law schools. Hastings, Boalt Hall amd 

. rtu 

it he known t hat Posn er 

did 'go to the little^lmoun Gannon law school and~^fersO:OelT~th(r-press and others 

— j— — * — - iw ! 

t]iat~lie~dia’not and(v)ent to a niversity of California law schooi instead}- — - 


Gannon cannot be confused from tliis standard directory. 


- r — i 


That he led the Chronicle 1 a Jerry. Carroll to believe tliat he "is a former VJaU 
Street litigator” is consistent with liis and Random House's consistent boast bf Ms 


alleged V/all Streyfj^'career to the media and in Ms appearances. 0n» the dust jacket, 

under Ms photograph, is Ms name, followed by, " a former V/all Street lawyer." iMs 

is, at the very least, a very very large exaggeration. Tliat he was a V/all a Street 

"litigator," and tliat with a major law firm, simply is not true. Moreover , a firm like 

Cravath, Swaine and Moore would liardly trust a youngster af just out of law school and 

control 

with nit the slightest vestigate of courtroom experience to te i mtlih the fate of its 

• y anc L wealthiest^ 

clients^ 0 omo of the very most iiuportantrin the country. ^ ^ ^ ~ 

V/hat impels a man who lias not practised the law in any form for about a decade 
and who hac|(5bandoned the law for writing to keep n imself listed as a practising laW' 
yer and with a law office when he does not practise the law and has no need for an office 
from wliich ti> practise law? 

Ho, what need, ef if any^ does or can he have for the pretense tliat he is in fact 
a practising la. with a office? 

He ha 3 no need for an office in order to practise law, should he decide to take 



a case, T|iat cannot explain his oenue^continued listing in the lawyers' directory as 
a practising attore^iy* 

This certainly does not represent the need of a writer, ^ to be listed in the 

directory of laSSiers* 

C^r\ 


Pnrhapc thore - i s some special need that is not the usual need e f - Wrer-waal writee^b 7 


at the very least 
g ihal: lerritiinAti 
mos s? f amous-lav^- sc hoo l 
t ©-in- 

lli M^?pr( 


s unsual. 



prompts the wonder, is there other than a legitimate purpose? 



Is-it not- alsj 
distant 


*| U l «t 


One possible reason is to do a con job on tho bar f should JoEaDoaodaBCfai 
his writing career end, as his spectacular dishonesties ib ^ase Closed can lead to* . 
V/ith the recognition of wl lat this boolqf reports about him and what he did~lrr ^hat 


ho/Jif any '.ttention to it should discourage publishers from ever beH-eving any supposed 

non-fiction that he Might seek to contract for another book* 

The bar, I am told, requires those who have not remained in practise to take an 

examination^ before being permitted to resume the practise of law. In Posner* s case, 

from the available evidence, he did not really practise law at all. In taking any 
any rea l - 

examination this lack of (experience can be a serious liability, so serious he might 
not pass any such examination. 

Thus liis annual listing as a practising ^ew York City lawyer when he not only did 
not practise law but had publicly announced liis abandonment of the law could obviate 
liis need to risk talcing any such '.•scainination to engaged in the practise of the law . 

/2-/WW fvrnj, 
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school start, at the bottom. But when lie did only that drugged work for the Crava^th 
firm, even if non— layers also do tliat kind of work for large and wea/thy corporations , 
hov/ in the world can he enlarge that to being a ^ravath-firm "litigator"? 


Why the need to lie about this at dll and what is the purpose of it? Except. 

• ' vn»- clr^t w v Xahw™**' 

obviously, to puff himself up to slake tliatVirisible oge— demand-* . 

And then tliat truly disgraceful self- and publisher-puffery as iion the dust jacket, 

describing him as a Wall Street lawyer" in the senee and only in the sense of an actual 

1 

Wall-Streef litigating career? Especially when eatau al interop t^ro^ own 

of liis own book^and lav; careerVliiliit3 liim to at most twfy^rears with the Cravath firm and 

the life of his own finp to not mucli longer if tliat long? 

^y-^Xriend~-4^ogor Feimn on ohookod the records' " and could no t fi nd — that Posner fi led 

ly frir J ^ao a oin g lo oqooI That lawyer"? 

abnormalities provoke attention and curiosity# I 3 it not to wonder wliy P 0 sner is 

not trutlifil about any single part of his very shout "career" in the law, especially as 
p* l / 1 ‘ ‘ ““ 


°*Y s 

a boast*^of l{ ,r Wall Street lawyer > b eginning wit 




In all lie has written and said, all tnat I've seen reported, Posner makes 



reference to ev<m^iavin^^niy a single'IJase? a single client, from the time he^as he 
put itj merely "left" the Cravai^li firm to "start liis own firm*" Il^^references to tliat 

single case and to wjiat lie did for that c lient^er-heir are confusing “ 1 ~ _t " 1 

he expected tliat r ftepwoliiu say something about it he does not air-aii 

Jrirrix C4*n<_ A^r>» Ct* # 

mention tliat it edited in^p om o r e fer enie... uir hi., - w egk. d * 7 

If this is not provocative enough 1*$^ explanation^ of why that suiT^ii3 words, 

"go (T yT nowhere" simple h^e^not true. 

But what lie does 3ay is . provocative enough* Not tliat a full and truthful statement 

wr 

might ^be even more provocative * 

Tliio , mind you, by the man v;ho from his own imagined Olympian heights looks down upon 

<*n 

and sits in judgement on^others he condemns as untruthful in wliat they write and say. 


There are few of these others he does not comndemn in tog his writing and in his speak- 
ing. /is lie does not recall the biblical wisdom, let him who i3 without sin cast the 
first stone^and of judgp not lest ye be judged, he invites the judging of himself as 

OX) 0^0 

a person V v/ell as p oo?iueo H i^is the author of Case Closed in wliich he does his own 


seriously flawed and not infrequently obviously dishonest judging of all others. 



I . 


Since then, particularly with reference to Case ^lotted, and in his appearances 
and interviews promoting it, Iiendrel e is referred to as his work only in all I*^ seen. 


r - 




Ilis first book was Meneele . VJith the modesty he reflects in Case Closed , beginning 
its 

v/ith ihK arrogant and impossible tttiw subtitle, "The Complete Story," an impossibility 

for any combination of writers, rosearlhe -s, investigators and even countries, he por- 

^though he 

trays Dimsilf as alone^against^iHX~iri his mission and in his work even those he fctec 
aRd::aBLknoHiRdg 0 XzazK 0 ataHth 0 i^^ his then publisher, McGraw- H ill > acknolwedge^i co-author, 

?i/ 

John Ware, they a producer for Britain's Grenada television. The dust jacket acknow- 
^ Britain's 

ledges tjiliat Ware produced "Ttie Hunt for Dr. Iiengele" for ±ha independent TV network. 

In Men/ccle ' sTagjgT n A.cknow( edgets" is, a3 it later was with me, what to the Unin- 
formed appears like a very generous and wholehearter tliatks: 


A very special acknowledgment, of course, is due to the sur- 
vivors of Mengele’s experiments, especially Eva Kor and Marc Ber- 
kowitz and their worldwide organization C.A.N.D.L.E.S. (Children 
of Auschwitz Nazi Deadly Lab Experiment Survivors). Many mem- 
bers of their group spent harrowing hours retelling their dreadful 
experiences wiien they would much rather have forgotten them. It 
should be said that the photographic memory of Marc Berkowitz, 
Mengele’s camp messenger, was the actual inspiration for this book. 


Tills seemingly fullsorae thanks falls short of what Posner should have reported. 

It also says tlia'j/all jf"thooe harrowing hours" spent "retelling their dreadful experiences" 

were far the book Posner then produced 

^Posner is the sole author of Iierufeele « according to the listing of his books in 
the p' front of Case Closed . Recording to that listing, it was followed by Warlords 


of Crime: Cl dj tone Secret Societies - the Hew llafia .and by The Bio-Assassina . Then came 
Hitler's Children . It had a subtitle omitted from this Case Closed listing. Sons and 
hauriiters of Leaders of the l 1 bird llcich Talk About Themselves an d Their Fathers. 

IIi~~tler ' s Cliildren w as published by Random H 0 use, not by McGraw-Hill* In the Pub- 
lishers VJeelcly announcement of the book the same Dob ^oomis, 3aying that Posner had 
approached liim v/ith the idea for the book, was again radiant about Posner doing what 
was "amazing." 

Publishers Weekly ^ thea . in it3 issue dated March ££ 29,1991 , then reported how he 
got the idea fo r Hitler's Children : 


(Posner spells the nr-namr name "Hare.") 


Ptmncr'n Journey to llita inibjccl 
wits ntypicnl. I Ie*« linlf-Jcwisli, linlf* 
Cnllmlic, nml nltcmlcil Catholic 
school* n* n clillil. There were no per- 
sonal reasons for wlint he calls his 
"obsession." No one in his fnmlly 
wns killed in the Holocaust, nor wns 
nnyonc n survivor of the rnmps. But 
ns n young lawyer, he wns np* 
pronchcil l»y n friend to lake on the 
ense of n survivor of Mengele's mcili- 
cnl experiments who wnnletl to sue 


Hie MciikpIc fnmlly nml the Gerirtnn 
government. 

"Hie InwMiit went nowhere.” 
' os " c , r r . w "' ,s - nVc couIrlM l prove 
l ml the Mengele fnmlly Im.l link* to 
the fugitive, nml we couldn't sue n 
foreign government in n U.S. court. 
If ut Argentinn let me into their Fed- 
crnl Police Archives, and I hnd nc- 
cess to l’nrnguny'a InteriNil file. I 
got hooked. " t 

The result wnn Alengrir: Ar C W 
nfrtr Slaty (Dell), puhlishediin 1*180 
mill cnticnlly acclaimed ns the defin 

t| C ,. b i°?: n|,,iy of 11,0 “Angrl of 
ii* a 1 °™ pr W of the 

hiwks American proceeds to Mnrk 
ucrkowiU, the survivor who hnd in* 
Wired his cxplorntjon. 


/ 


'Ti 



lJ 


In Ilomrole Posner does not reprt that "lie was ap»roactjed" to sue the Mengele 

family and the German government for "a survivor of Mengele’s" subhuman experiments 

his 

With living people. He rnakeB no mention of that, only case at lav/ he lias mentioned 


in what I’ve seen. 


•i * ^ 

That he g~ave a percentage ofikthe booled American proceeds to arl£ Berkowitz," 
described only as "the survivor who had inspired hi3 explorations," fa ^ • 

In another aeppunt in which Berkowitz’ s name is given (as "Marc," he is identi- 
fied as Posner’s lone client. Or, the percentage of the American "ie^income from the 


book was given to the client Posner admits failing. 

the Chicago Tribune 1 3 previously-quoted interview published October 3 1 1 993 » 
the vision differs a little: 


in luai he represented Jewish 
victim? of Dr. Josef Mengele, the 
notorious Nazi war criminal who 
escaped from Germany after 
World War II and died In hiding 
in South America. ", 

"It wa9 a pro bono case, and I 
sued the Mengele family and Hie 
German government," Posner 
said. "Nothing came of the suit, 
but I accumulated 25,000 docu- 
ments about Mengele, so I (hough! 
I’d write a book." ' v 


u/ / ^ 


T. e Wallenberg lawsuits was filf d in Wasldngton by a team of prestigious IsysxH 


\ 


lawyers headed by a ftiiladelpiian issqqax law professor, Morris Wolff* He was 

r £ 
ass Anted, according to I-Iary Jane Fine in a lengtliy story in the hiladelphia Inquirer 

for February 2, 1904^ by o' her lawyers from two prestigious law firms and three uni- 
versities* 

A shorter and s&ccfanct aacq^uni^ was written by Valerie Strauss for the 


Jacksonville, Fierida Florida Jewish Weekly of April 6, 1984. A t states tliat the Wallen- 
berg^filed suit against the Government of the USSR for, among other things, thirty mil- 
lion doltaro in ^amages under the 1977 Foreign Sovereign immunities Act, " which makes 

it 

foreign governments liable to lav/suits in U*3* c >urts for wrongful Acts." She quoted 




on tJiis. 

Dn October 16, 1985, the next year, the /Associated Press reported the decision of 
federal district court Judge ^arrington Parker, that the Soviet U nion "violated inter- 
nation law when it seized Wailsae Wallenberg, who liad diplomatic icuuunity* It quotes this 
fro::: Parker's decision, "The seizure and detention of Raoul Wallenberg presents a 
clear violation of the law of nations as well as a clear violation of the laws and 
treaties of the ^nited States and the Soviet Union." 

I'liis story given Wallenberg's age as 32* Tyft Soviets alleged that he had died of 
a heart attack and had becn^remated. The Inqui rer story reports that he was 32 when 
diapatehod by Sweden to his Budapest, '^ingary ^^ost in which several stories credit 

him with saving a hundred thousand ft J ews aft^r almost half that number had been an sent 

V to the'^azi extermination camps, 
o 

The lavisuit was under an Act passed two years befoe Posner passed hi s bar xaminaton* 

It should liave shov/n up in any research on tho law with which, normally, lawyers 
begin* 


The record is clears h^lfas wrong in 

uJ fkt 

lasuit was j pro h ibi rfeed by law* 

A r\ 


g his cliet(s) on the ground that the 


- Jutih 

Eaclx/version adds a :i^Hn>±ie. Hero he had more than the one client, if accurate. 
But in the cpurse of the work he did, for Berkowitz of for more than ju3t him, Posner 

said, "I accumulated 25,000 documents about Hengele, so I thought I'd write a book." 

oJj 


, f 

The next paragraph says tliis tliis it 43 yfliat got liim stai'ted .nriting books. 

Tlio work and cost involved in "accumulating" tliat 25,000 documents lias to have been » 



considerable and almost a artaialy' involved costly international travel^M' ^ V 

Loading into this quotation from the Tribune s interview /'l&at on his 1979 
graduation from law school he "joined a prestigious (itkli Street firm, leaving two years 
lat^r to form his owty firm/ 1 and then that it was in 1981 tliqt lie undertook the 
u engele case. This\eems to say that he was with the Cravatli firm for less than two 
years and that the Ai engele case was his first, in 1£©£ 1981. 

Saying tliat "nothing came of the case" refers to Posner* s client (s) only# 
got those 25 » 000 documents and his bcbolc# 

Posner told Publishers Weekly what is contradicted by Ms book,andz 0 JG 0 Bzbyzhxs 
aGe0Emfcz0£sh0Bg0l04sza0nzhaz0, ,r We couldn't prove tliat the Ilnegele family had links to 
the fugitive." $o tliat is not a real reason for getting "nowhere" with the case he took 
against both the family and the German govemwnet. 

It also is not true tliat "we couLlr^t sue a forein/f government in a U.S. court#" 

“ JW 

Perhaps the best-known /case is that filed by the family of World WarTlTHaul 


)j / ' /] 

Wallenberg^imed the Government of the USSR in United States courts. and won a judge- 
ment of tliirty-^ve million dollars over th his disappearance in the Soviet Union 


after he saved so many Hungarian Jews from Hitler's deaths# y 

f 

13ut if tliat suit was prerjulded by the law, ought not a lawyer to liave known that 
or, if he did not, to liave researched the lav/ to begin with so that he would not deceive 

/ N /» ft 

or mislead his client vs;?I^w t tliat the way a lawyer begins, £y determining that- the 
aj£wsuit is possible? 

Dut then if Posner had done tliat he would not have those ^ twenty-five thousand 


documents# And tliat is to say he would not have had the 


clianged hos entire life and 


mcl^ELs cat 


/ ^MvM' n - v 7 / 

> bgi jiujig of hi 


his book that 


career as a successful writer. 


If he does not do tills he risks wasting all his own time and costs. It also risks 

o 

leading the client into frustration and futility and, with the Kengele Ip'ors involved, 
into the painful reliving of those horrors* 

Wliat Posner is quoted above as saying reflects that he and hhe I-lenegle victims 
spent two yeara before he decide/ tliafc they had no cause at law. 



^ and where he got the money for J 

Tnen there is the seeming mystery, how he could have done] all the work, all the pr 

dl 

travel, hmall the help requireyto amass such a groat volume of documents that it 
would seem, held information moot people and governments would want to lcee^secret 
if they reacted to iA engele f s subhuman experiments with Jiving people. 

When the oost of living in New York City for the two years or less of his scut 

work for Crav&th, Swain© and Wood is deducted from what he *as paid for it, even if he 

Lbl+l a/ 

had been ft w w c aii apid for the kind of work he did, nothing like th/great cost of 


getting all tadT those documents could haVe remained. 

As the San ^fcmcisco Chronicle report ez/, Posner 1 s father was a trade-union official, 

so it doeo not appear to be likely that hi^amily could have financed his two years of 

work, travel and other living expenses while he worked on that Henegele case. Posner* s 
1' 

wife, risha, .told my wife tliat she still works a^a model. But she lias also always been 
his saistant, so even if she continued to work as a model while helping him on tliat case, 
there is no indication, absent her having inherited a fortune, tliat she could have finan- 
ced those two intense, international years. 

If all tliat was fundeejf by the client (a) 111 en consideration returns to what Posner 
said Caused the effort to go "nowgfhre." D termini ng tliat there was a cause at law is the 


j lawyer's first obligation, to his client and to himself 


. V7 


a*— 


I4r U0 t~ fr0 ^ lliaLr -g md wliat ho io quot ,, i1 a 1 , ' Tny jng mm f Ii i nl^i irnli rates 

tlrririiT^-4i^ — nut, lliuii “t iu was - nog li gonb - u fr the 'very "l east. 

If l*<did laiow from liis lax education in the law or if he learned it from his first- 

V 

step requirement in talcing the case, that he deternine that in fact there was a case 
at a lav/ , then he led his client (a) ft down that primrose path. Especially d^Tuftliey 
funded his work ostensibly for them. 


^ It could not have been for them if 


» 

he‘~ftne»''tliat he could not suelln Unit* 


ed States 


courts* It also could not liave been for them if he 


t Ort?, 


such litigation] as possible 


and in the end -ke -told - them it wqs not possible. 

Either way, it looks as though ^negle's victims were ixissxx victimized all over 


For Ida client (o) alono tliat 3uit went "nowhere." Hot for Pudnw Posner 


again ;p. u "the lawsuit" tliat did not go "nowhere , " Posner^o words to the ^ihnnEX 




Publishers UeclJ.’/ ~ ^eoQUoo . a3 he^ told the ^liicngo 'ijribunc . to which he also said, 

c/ 

"nothing came of the suit," bartf'iri that quotation* he hadd added, "bit I accumulated 
25,00U documents about Hengele so I thought I'd write a book." 


./$nd as tliat $T tribune interview continues, that is what "prompted" him "to leave 


the law and rite full time." 

HlM 

All those documents so difficult and costly to acquire and a new career is hardljr 

# »» • * 

the "nothing 11 P 0 sner says came of tliat abortion of a case for Henegeljs surviving 
victims. 

Although it does not appear to be likley, i fi may $ot be impossible tliat ttoEcx 

there may be innocent explanations for some of these really troubling questions about 

; osner as a person, a writer and a lawyer. They exist only because he^^cdffeated them. 

prof es sional 


oar crewed them by his abnormal^onductia , b ]& evasiveness, by his inconsistencies 
as reported by reputable publications, by his mispreresentations and by his outright lies 

,, VkM> (Jit Jhtrvyyy *,</>< i 

^one of these is^eqi^ed-by^scv^ of it, noFin and about Henegele 

and certainly not in or about C ase Closed in which he practise of them and of other 
abuses reeks from it. 

The effrontery of the man, if not also his slT'upidity in abusing so many while 
prostituting our history in not reaIising(^Ehac by his many abuses^Siurai - not one of which 
was required by his book he at the least provoked interest in himself and could &x±±jcc 
easily have prompted ail inquiry tliat because of my many limitationa^is impossible for 
me to make. 

Who does he think he is tliat he can be so abusive to so many people and to our 
scared history and have no interest at all-in liiiu and in his past*aa?is£T 

is not/god, or C aesg iy^ a or in any sense immune# lie asked for wliat he gets and he 
should be getting more than is possible for me when I am not able to leave home to do 
any tiling and am limited to what others send me, 

Hi3 collaborators/ who at the least are Random House and the (*IA can help him, can 
and did make an international figure of him, the sough'^I^af ter guest on so much of TV and 


in so many newspapere and magazine5y4nd radio talk sIiowb. But they cannot immunize him 
from examination of that part of his own rocord tliat is possible. Much as they might 


add to it were they so inclined. 


What I have cited to her* comes from P o $ner and from Mm alone, as ir\ach instance 
is indicated, along with the source. 

There is in tMs what can reasonable load conjecture, and I separate tMs con- 

/h^vLtlA 

jecture because it is no more than that. But it lias a preceden t I remember very .ell 
from my own past. 

(Resume— wi th bitt a uor and - illd.nf.on, include mallj - Hunt, OS two fil e s - and per ha ps refe r 


te -4-n-hfMJoa- pfrprl lifi rm r l ntbfiv mai l ) 


i'i 


Posner's listing MwffUiimself as a practising lawyer with offices on' adison 

Avenue in New York City when he v;as not and had no intention onbeing a practising lawyer 
^ Wr ^ ru a**-"* } FtX 

is eminscent of -o<3 of the more painful and costly^eEperiencea an- ' aa n'^in my inability 

t t -b*ek published. There was a time, in 1965, when that appeared to be 
probable 

pw38Mitaiw suaL when on my own , without an agent, I arranged for its ancillary use by the 
oid Saturday Evening Boat , then a mass-circulation and popular weekly magazine. 

The e^ierfc^iio liundled those matters on the j?03t wqnted to deal with me tli^rugh an 
agent and I certainly wanted an agent. He sent me to tha a top literary agent then and 



Wh ether or not the past is again prologue pnly time can tell. 

sliding- 

now, Sterling Lord. After tolling the receptioMot tlu-ough the/window that separated 
lior from the reception roum why I was there I sat and waited. And waited. And waited. 
Then 3om^gILo inside spoke to her and she spoke to me, asking the .subject-matter of my 
book. I told here,she left and soon returned to tell me that Lord believe he could 

not do justice to the book and thus would no txEKB^txraxas represent me 

6> I 

Gif a done deal that reuired only his signature* He had to work to get smaller fees* 

4 

V/liat the Post then paid for singleeissue use -as -eon si dor ably more tlian it later cost me 
to print tliat book rather expensively/ for durability, on si/ty-pound b fend pn g. paper and 

untk . jl 

a much more expensive sev/ed binding rather than a glue /one. 

And tliat, ill the late spring or early summer of 1965 was the (first poolc on the most 


477 


invel^i 


the first book on the official investigation fjF'The"' President! And tlia^well-aetablished 
literary agent "could not do justice to it" beginning with a deal aleady made for its 
use in a mass-circulation magazine/ 


> 


knowing tliat magazines bought them and paid well fox' them and b e li ving , 'pai ve as I 

cU'eiJ^ 1W 

then wee-y— t ho ilag tinj r g natr more important and thus more newsworthy than the assassi- 
nation of a President and the official investigation of it# 


476 


sensational domestic 
aanBatMB event in decades- 




Still preferring to deal witli me tliorugh an agent the Post then told me to go to 
the literary agency of Littauer a « Wilkinson, at 500 Fifth Avenue and to speak to 

as he was called, spoke to me for at least an hour in his 


the literary agency of Lii 
I-ia x 4fclm ^Wi lions on • Max, 


office instead of going to lunch and then asked me to walk with him to his bank. Y/e 

talked long f including Hn::thg:.ni^gngt^^±3CctF^andiiig on the street. He suid Yy / qas 

!/ 

very interested, ho acted as though he were, and he told me wliat was o^bdous, he had 

MS 

to read the mancript first. 

Several dayyiater he phoned to tell me lie liked the book, thought it would do 

well, and tliat he would be glad to represent it and me. I waited to get 'something to 

sign and word on accepting the fust 's offer. 

But nothing came for about si)^ weeks. Then I got a short letter from him telling 
as I le ^wj 

me that of course /6he book v/as not suitable for serial use and that Mothing could be done 

with it in the United States but he would be glad to represent me and it in fiu I^fon. 

/[ / (fV we iuX / O^dr^ ; /n/iT An 

I lind a L ondon agent and if I had not I would still have declined his offer. 

A little over a year later, sifter I had published the book myself, the men's 

k**t / 

magazine Saga wrote me that it wanted to by /the right to use the chapter of that book # 
that deal4S with Oswald in Ai ew Orleans. They paid me, offered me, the highest fee they had to 


tliat time paid and they printed it without clianging a worcj^/l had written the book with 
selj^s tandiiig chapters. , 

T*? VrtVl MurrlVk-! n»n fl 


After the dune, 1972 Sc Nixon^Oariipl^agn Committee's break-in at Democratic liead- 


A * 


quaters The Y/atergate Apartments in YJashirivpton, the New York representative of a 


Cremian publisher asked me to do a Watergate book^-aKd I started it immediately. Before 

long, without v/aiting to^ee anytliingjhe changdd his mind in the belief tliat an announced 
^ sever al rep orters for ^> ' 

^ook^Trj^ fThc ^Timcs of London would cream the market, h e o hang e d Ills mind . By them I had 

. [rtvulir** 

done some work, including the checking of vsrraie directories. That is something that 
from the public record no other witer and no official or official inveitigator did. Ob- 
vious and basic as it is. 

ft 


UoWard ^unt , one of the master aa«l mindless of that icredible stupidity and 

1 


During t.ose years Hunt no more practiced literary' agentiy that Posner has been 
practising the lav;. 


j' . 


'•V 


41 IA 


(In another remarkable coincidence, Wilkinson was they repesenting the book being 
ghosted for Posner's groat 3 $re, ji enatu? u artogs.|n it, too, he did not say what Posner's 
^^^Wtes to him, that in the boy Oswald he'~riacttT‘eeognized a prote-acsns in^ Presiuontial 




(Tlda is the 3 ame Kiehard Helms who when he wa3 the first CIA Director eveiKto speak 
in public when he addressed the annual convention of the American ^ewspaper^ Publishers 
Association told them, "Trust us: wo do not target on American*,", wjdit the CIA was at- 

tk 


that verytirao doing, a a it had done before then 
and would continue to do af ter liis asouraoce as the investigation by the Senate's 
Church commiittee e3tablinhcdy!ijn a series of hearings tliat led to the eatabli.-hinG-of 

4/fr # V 

Co.^ressiory 1 committees to assert "oversight 1 * over the CIA. and similar agencies . ) 


great subversion that came to be known as "The Watergate" , when he wgs known to be 


w 


rtf 


v;orIdng for tiie CIA and in Washington, listed he address in Who 's Who as wiifa Littauer 

& Wilkinson , 500 Fifth Avenue, Hew York City. In 19?f§ that address disappeared from //U(o 

n-- S' I 

Who's Wlio v&ft in iart jxjlce v/as Room 422 Washington ^ui deling, Washington D.C. 

During the official Watergate inves ^Lgation it came out that,as **unt himself explained 
it F people could phone him tiiinking he\as in New ^ fej gg k - York City~a»d helas actually in 
V/ashiiigton when he answered tlie phone# iJt- a. • 

^unt wrote fast, small and popular spook fictipn# invitation J^me^ondery all y 

, A4i/k%Z df-irri-l' jit *jy 

portraying J;1 10 CIA as the best of possible agencies# (%u / w , 

literary agent was - AA ax Wilkinson! 

V/hen I saw tha t Who’s Who listing how that done deal with the Saturday Even-i rig Pos t 


was undone was apparent. 


// ^ Ji Washington addres^^t was that of atffansw 

f^yjr ut fa * l7clf\ ** l*^wvO , CHidrrHf^ 

service . And checking -tho jwanngtt Agr?no^(^out the same way , 





on addresd'/^- L t was^that of a#; answering and mail-receiving 

t/ / 

lo! It had the same Washington 


n m , 

address, even though it had then had its own suite of officies at 17th and Pennsyl- , 

vania Avenue, North J^st, just two blocks away# ihsu*K 

Hunt vfoiCi m there when he was still in the CIA, even thoug/nicliard deltas , then 

. Senatf- ' 

CIA director, v/hen he testified before 


. Senate 
T3^f/atergatnc 


no ommittee stated under oath that 
it as not until Hunt retired that the CIA recoriLiendt^Itl him to the ^en n o t t e r Agency, 

q 1lA 'fh/iu. <uct/>M<!u« rfkct \L.(th Auo h-cM's a*/ XWy C14 rffe* “) 

The Hunt who had at least thesd tiLQ^4HS£^e®^te4-©*bet=than-« -werking_f«Mfhe 
o£f-/ .. „ — 

C IA lia d -t iQ-rneeSy^ was , at the Mullen AgencyT'p^l'palsywalsie v/ith, if not also the 
office mate of, one &s Douglas Caddy w^eoe ostensible employes was, as I recall, the 

d> 


tV^ 


United ^’ruit Company# 

(Those files are in storage and ^ hot now acoCessible to me t^jrut some of my reepol— 
lections are quite clear 1 u** * CW^-U^J ) 

/u 

When those Watergate^, not including Hunt, were nabbed in tliat ^ink Panther ex- 


ploit in wliioh, for all their professional spooking experience, they assumed tliat the 

_ tflty HuA Vo i ml ni'lrod n 

security guard would do so little checking he would not see the~tapS-'tha-tr kept 4he 


door tliat was suppo^bd to be locked 


\J r c It 

Political contributions not in accord with campaign- financing laws sir dirty money, 

vl u 

"laundering" i3 washing out all dirijjf in ihir^jSrin ‘ 
of their~actual^ourc(K‘^; 


to prevent tracing iksaa it to its actual source(s). 


they had as their first, emergence^' lawyer - Douglas Caddy! 

While lie was working at Mullen Caddy viwote a book urging the impeachment of 
Supreme Court Justice Wli'iwi Douglas, hunt wrote a foreword for it. The allress printed 
in the book, of wliich I have a copy, is , cq should not now surprise, Room 422 Washington 
"uilding. One of the incorporators of the outfit set up to pretend to 
be that book's publisher hacl an address on P Street near Dupont Circle in Washington , lf~ 
tbe* coincides closely Awtwith tlie address to which the Miami Cuban /jWatergaters went 
when th^jroai;heiy\|/u8hington. 

\ shrank / 

Tk axamal 4 ^-iiis small vjorld srlirinise a little more with additional checking, 
hone / 

aau/veported by the media or by the Watergate committee or alleged in any of the pro- 
secutions. 

The u ullen Agency, which seemed to have no need of it, did have a Mexico City 

office and at least one employee who wet made trips there, Earl Minderman. He^e^isted 

Washington 




s^ ^rthrc gt^ol 


Ihe Mexico City Lullen Agency address was on the very same street as the law offices 

w tj <?e>r/ 

of tlie A1 exican attorney who laundered Itebc ^ecr^i political contributes in checks of 
a hundred and fifty th/usand dolli^ dollars; /Jd soon after the Watergate story broke, 
-in uerrnan l$et Washington, vBold liis house, -^and the n ew -pea? owner had the same 
phone number. , 

in - 

' ,his is to say tliat while he worked for the CIA HUnt was engaged inT^litical 
campaign of the riglit political extreme 
tho;>e Posner indicates inSMEStassi. 

J. . 

ihe last significant mention of Douglas ^addy I recall is when Gerald Ford was 
President he went out of his way to plug Caddy's next fcook. It was strongly anti- 
labor. 


As indicated earlier, more came ffcom ^checking standard sources. Like tliat 
bright Los Angeles area boy when he was David Ld.' s age only a few years earlier, 
found tliat the H ullen Agency and the overt CIA outfits like The Free u uba Committee 
and William George Gaudet's Latin i\merican~|epbrta sliared the same addresses. Jko, 


naturally for him, that demon sleuth Posner does not mention v/heh he speaks of Soudet 


in Case Sloped* 
my copy of 

Vitl^Vaddy's book in storage as a record for our history are tlie incorporation 

names and 

papers, the/addrosses of officers of that corporation arid -s±£terrecords relating to what 

I report above and to what 1 hero do not include, all from public sources, including 

various directories available in most libraries# 

This does not liave to mean that in his use of arJaddress for wliicli he had no need 

tliat Posner was working Tor the OUA CIS" CXA. It is merely an account of what in the 
U;oro uglily documented ) 

(pasFii' not=9^i3 A the spookeries use* phony addresses for. 
c i£b*> a^cciKif^ . . 

' - — 7 — tut-/ 

Without a Jny of^appjai’*d/Ln the public indlquirica by reporters or in tbe official 
investigation or in the prosecutionss. 

This does, liouever, become a little more provocative, suggestive, when considered 


with the rare, unprecedented help the CIA did give Posner that is known and the reflection 

in liis acknowledgements of added, undescribed help to liim. 

Of all the many people writing a boat the JFK ssassination and of all those who 

wrote supporting the official position, and there were qhite ^ few before Posner who did 

tliat, he is the only way to have received ‘u neoore t help from it. 

-Pt, 7ItW 

c is the only s uoh roto jr^wlio was given access to Nosenko. inside from the uses 



and attractive xiakt for advertising and promoting the book and to give it the special 
status tliat comes from such e;;tl^aordinary ~aecassistance. is impressive tliat Nosenko 
agreed to be interviewed by P 0 sner, a total stranger, when he was still 1 considered a tar- 

i 

get for retaliation, including assassination* The Warren Commission did not e v e n speak 
to him. 

f c is even more impressive that although he had not made any kind of public appear- 
ance in the preceeding tv.enty-eight years and lived and continued to live in secret and 
under a false identity, the CIA produced Nosenko to appear, althougn with his head 
covered, in a TV studio «</th Posner for tliat kind of major boost to the book. 

/hi) a 

Ihcse-ar? -tiiings/the CIA had p never, ever done. Not for anyone * aaujli* had every 


it k/ftyvt i lF 

reason to h ve full confidence in the too writers who - had b oon given access to 


iioL-nek o before Posner, Th-. first was A&D: ThcTsecret VJorks of SolcLet Sec ret AproTTj^--^ 

by J olm Barron, Washington editor of the Sealers Dieeat . which published -that 

" Direst j 

book^ji 1974. Barron and t h e V^i 00 -tA ; e r e known quantities to tlio CIA. 

The second was also well and favorably known to both the CIA and the ^epart^ent 

of Justice, Edward Jay Epstein. I 1/3 anti-Garrison book, Counterplot alone, wad more 


tlian'aqe“adequate credentials Ifkolihe CIA. It was for his book tliat did not 

begin as it appeared, as Legond:T?>c Secret World of Lee llarvev Oswald .'^/ Nosenko 

was entrusted to Egeeiin Epstein or tliat he trusted Epsteirf^jnaelf ^u^L^hav L-been 

iv~/ tHj- ^ 

l i o r iM Mi 1 -had reasons t<y ini'pai't/^Iiat confidence in him. j 

, . . 

(0n± ix its cover Legend 1 4 978 publisher is Given as it is diTT;he title page as) 
both Header's Digest Press and HcGraw-Hill. Epstein'# confirmation tliat he vas permitted 
to interview Ifosenko is on page 275.) 

Posner himself states tliat Epstein blew Nosenko 's cover and a ne&^false identity 
liari/ to bo created for him. lA e also had to be moved from where he had been living under 
tliat blown cover /\£cM^ 

V/itli tliis its prior^ ^fftyeine ^xpcrionce , and tliat with a trusted writ&r, it is 
even more extraordinary tliat the CIA had no fears at all in delivering Nosenlb for 
Posner/' s interview, (h* Au/^n UruA. Urt d /h”-' ✓ 

Iff? llliere is no public indication of what gave the CIA all tlfer^ unprecedented trust 
in Posner, of why it felt completely safe entrusting ~ve even possibly Nosenko^ life 

to him* ' * 

v 

it hodr dealt with him on liis Henreele book, there is no indication of that. 

1 3 tru&f however , tliat after Ijengele appeared, except fox* government actions already 

t y 1 1 j/iicltd, 

begun all (interest in those wanted Nazis melted. That could have been of intelligence in- 
M j 

terest, give/the many intelligence connections with and protection and uses of some of 
the w Nazis with the worst records. The CIA was permitted to bring a hundred a year 
here regardless of any lav/s and it used them extensively in Europe. It even took over 
the Nazi Gehlen intelligence appai-atus that had been pointed at tjjxe USoR. Their record 




|l^ v ^ha1 


/ 


Ponser does report^ indeed, boasts ofi in Iicngele -^Iiat government}, particularly 
Argentina and Paraguay, opened secret ^ files to him, files to which no others 

/ had been given access^ To an unknown American writer? Without any intercession of any 
kind for him? Perhaps, but then they, too> ret] aired some reason for trusting him with 
(they liad trusted no other writer or even government. Tliere is no publicly-knoQ0 reason 
wliy they should liave imparted tliio unique trust in a young and little-known /wtiter. 
Why these governments and the CJIA were so confident in Posner 


foras long or longer than he had been alive£> 


t 


and it w%+e wa3 a very bad record, was no impediment, bany other United States uses 

of Nazis with frightful records are public knowledge. There is no way of knowing Sjhat 
T1 

there was tliat did not become public • 

In this sense, P Q sne r's ^en/rele was a great boon to a nunber of government components* 
In every sense, the CIA's overt help to Posner and hi3 book, whether or not e-%her 
uhece was also tliat CIA specialty, covert help, is truly extraordinary^ and a* it is 
unprecedented* 

t te e may be a mystery but it is without question 


a fact* Without tliat confidence Posner would never have seen Nosenko* 

; av*' 

C onfid ent as it coMLd be tliat what Nuse nico would 


/UrCtav^ 

This means also tliat the CIA was N as con fid ent as it coVici be that what it u ae nico would 

hm U**- ft** ^ Mifb , 

MnnlVl ijlirTf- TT* i.iomXmiI w-w? 1 ^ j . j > * ^ A i tsis y . 


wrfileSiouldTe'lfliai: it wanted "wHttenj ? "flu* 

What add3 to the degree of unquestionable trust the CIA imparted in Posner is not 
onli| the fact that EJstein blew ld.3 cover - the book Epstein -ppM produced is not the 
book with wliich he began. James Jesus %gleton, the long time head of ^ Counter 
Intelligence, tnakxSx who was fired in the wake of The Wntergat e scandals, tooMSpstein 
over and tum/Iiim and hi 3 book around so tliat it did nbt end of saying what the CIA and 
others had expected it to say. In theft major internal tussle over Nosenko Angleton had 


had a major 's 

/UiA/fr, 


U t&f*/ „ 

fconi’inen 


not all of it for blast' tliose three years of the most horrible 


abuses andfeonfinement Nosenko suffered. Epstein became Angleton* s partisan in liis 



book, justifying all the CIA had come to cimdemn even *& ublio3 

J 

As we liave seen, f^sner used his exclusive Nosneko interview as a cover for sup- 
pressing all he could tliat was embarrassing to the CIA. After that exclusive ccess to 

✓ ’ 

Nosenko Posner wrote and published much less than ^^^ubllcly known about what Nosenko 

^ rfWjfe da 

liad (said, with all tliat Posner did not repeal^ to the CIA's interest and benefit^ only* 4 
As tli€ Epstein experience demonstrated, there are no real guarantees in that busi- 
ness. The bottom line is impolicit trust in the uniter who is trusted* 


Whether or npt it ,has any connection with 

pe rK w- d* j> 


tliat \ prac 


practising-lawyer address for wliich 


Posner [^(no^fieed , f cu^his^^ving'as*-the--i law~ati. sohooWie--attened~tcr-the--various-in- 


t ery/e w^rs jsi hicirlie 


rrot- graduate^wi'tlloit ever once~PelIing~an3T7rf — 


® Ml t: 


iQ Posner of Case Closed. 


, the Uc 


ost corrupt and dillionest of all the JFK assassi- 


&4MB1 nation books , tho book tliat did f& 03 t of all to defend the government's errors and 

fhS 

failures in its investigation^^ just ulien it was under more attack for them than 

^ v * t nr .kl /M tfrC ftA / 

even bef oPO'^iis^iiisreproseiJ.tartien&--^beut Iiimself cannot be ignored. There lias to be a 
reason even though the reason or reasons can only be conjecture^. 


It is al l^aver y — li 1 1 l e-ldrt-ei^ abnormal f thatyer^abnormal 


blioLJo^iui^nr^ froiiTli^ t tle-laibUn~Oimnoii in Erie, 

x ennsylvmiia f 3TT f aT^irrriii rr~ ^Jml^ |T rali:ni3Gd lioiarr^Ti^dTOGC-fiite-e--lav/— ej^eoel B - v/ho re he 
£buld h w og g. . fo Atcti a iJalifmaiiani:rbr~alr^v coots * all of tliis in provocative and 
‘'uygestivs, too. It* may moan no tiling at all or ib may Jiavo hidden meaning. There is now 
no way of la lowing. Tint it is not normal is apparent. H^^A 

y 

There in no hues Lion at all, the CIA did extend very ran, rrtT'b, tlmMost exceptional 

of r^JrV’ovn and ass. 'stout to Posner before ho wrote Iris book. Tliio is oven more exceptional 

JfP yto/Al 

‘terror;; tlio previous time it go b burner, bn- nod by someone in whom it placed and had 
reason to place trufct. 

/There likewaioe is no hue: tion at all, Posner and Random House were the beneficiaries 

0.1 

o± bids unprecedented help from the CIA and thoc help meant more money, more fame, more 

J . 

influence for Case Closed, wMen(VGry obviously it ion t except in propaganda. 

Whether the CIA violated its statute in doing this, violated the prohibition 

against its engaging in domestic propaganda % is a question neither bheT m department of 

Justice nor blv standing iutcliijjonce oversight committees are likikly to look into. 

Whether o the Congressional, conuitteos tliah these :.o tolerant in their oversight 
q J JC / ^ 

liave jiulsli.ct ? oilhTii osorcioc that i :ith (xnvi rbigati on is also a question but if there 


is any of isial investigation, they arc the only hope for it. 

Jbk^ 

Pogor lies.: of blio statutes and any interpretations o± the CIA did, openly, 
enga ;o in do os tic proc^langa in wlint it did for Posner and Pondom House. 

^2 N 


T dis onest, a. i :d ^ %\a c .ii = n^-and corruokm;: TOiJi'l bln.s of ^ds” fr-ea t 

t rag ^y - in -, o tuJL 


and— of- tins of lie i al~ ±nw. r 7 Cign tTorirr--oiLdt . for a 


^Even if thal^LS also for itself# 

For any intelligence agency, in a society like ours, that it wrong, very wrongs 
Why then did it do it? 

a 

Fpr a scandalous, a dishonest, a misleading andcCdrrupting rewriting of this great 
tragedy in our history and of the official investigations of it when it was the 
most subversive crime possible in a country like ours and knowing fall well that in 
thifjflt was protecting those responsible! 

oes not this alone -suggest a guilty involvement? 

Why else would the CIA do do overtly what it is so wrong for it to do at all? 

What justifies^if it does not demand suspicion 4of it? 

Why, too, when even the CIA's own records that 1 have #Tpublishe^ prove it is 

^ n 

an awful, an unimaginable, a subverting hses? ' • 

These questions will linger, and they should linger# 


There is no question, however, Posner's C ase Closed is a hoax and the CIA 

-kep-helped him and Random House^piSr pertetrate this gruesome hoax, knowing what it was 

doing, is Posner and Random House also knew wliat they were doing# 

T his, not all tliat Random H 0 use promotion of the contrary, not the unquestioning 

acceptance and promoting of the hoax by the »eda media, is the truth, the clesrly 

y 

established fact. 

Once again when the interest of the nation required that it fill its traditional 
role and/vesponoibility in a society like ours, the media failed itself and the nation# 

I doubt very much tlian any~j3Twriter could come to the end of <|book that proves he 
was so right and be any less happy about it# / 

But this combinaFion to do such terribleX'rong, Posner, Random House, the CIA and 
the Mgrrmajor medae media have again ijpoved tliat in time of crisis they flail. 

Aid that failure was, is and wioth uwill be a danger to the nation# 


l 


